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.‘ﬂlthy subst' ces. o e PV
On February 26, 1943 the defendant having entered a plea of nolo cont’ende‘ e, )
the court imposed a ﬁne of $200 C

4686. Adulteraﬁon of shelled pecans, U, s. e A 32 Ga,ses of Shelled Pecans. Gon- .

. sent decree of condemnation. Product ordered released under bond for -
segregation and destrueﬂon of unﬁt ;portion. (F D >C. No 9580 Sample
" No. 18532-F.)* - g

Examination of this product showed t.he ‘presence of moldy or decomposed
ranc1d shriveled, and insect-cut nuts containing inséct excreta. . ‘

On March 19, 1948, the United States attorney for the’ Southern District of
New ‘York filed a libel against 82  60-pound cartons of shelled pecansat New .
York City, N. Y., alleging that the article had béen shipped in interstate ¢commerce
on or-about February 6 and 13, 1943, by the Associated Pecan Co. from’ Valdosta,
‘Ga.; and charging that it was adulterated in that it consisted in‘'whole or part . -
of a filthy and decomposed substance. The: article wasg labeled in part° “Health S

" Food, Nature’s Vitamins, * * * South Georgia Pecan Co., Valdosta, Ga» -

-On May 5, 1943, 1. Grob & Co. of New' York, N. Y., clalmant having admltted

. the: allegations of the: hbel Judgment of’ condemnation was enter‘ ndk the

unﬁt portlon under the superv1s1on of the Food and. Drug Admmistratl

.4687. Adulteration of shelled peanuts. U S. v. 20 Bags of Shelled Peanuis. ‘Do
. .. fault decree of condemnation and destruction., (F ¢ No: 87 12 Sam- -
ple No. 12424-F.) :
" This product was infested Wlth hve Worms, mseet-cut or tu:nneled and con- '
taminated with webbing and excreta. ;
On November 12, 1942, the United States attorney for the ‘Western District of :
‘Washington filed a libel against 29.100-pound. bags of shelled peanuts gt Seattle,-.
‘Wash.; allegmg that the article had been shipped in interstate commerce on or

", about March 16, 1942, by the Edenton Peanut Co. from Edenton; N. C.; and

charging that it was adulterated in. that 'it’ consisted in. whole or. in part.of a
filthy substance. The artlcle was, labeled in part (Bag) “No 2 V1rg1n1a Tea
Party Brand Shelled Peanuts.” .

On May 17, 1943, no claimant havmg appeared, Judgment of condemnation Was

entered and the product’ was ordered destroyed

'4688. Adulteration ‘of peanuts. U. S. v. 60" Bags of Shelled Ravv Peanuts
fault decree of’ condemnation a,nd destrueﬁon. : (F. D. C No 8338
. No.12187-F.). e
Th1s product was decomposed moldy, dlrty, and insect damaged S
On September 12, 1942, the United States attorney for the Western Distnct of' s
‘Washington filed a&- libel against 60 100-pound bags .of shelled raw peanuts at
. Seattle, Wash., alleging that the article had been shipped in interstate ‘commerce
on or about July 15, 1942, by the O 8. Carter Shelling Plant from Camilla; Ga.;
and charging that it ‘was adulterated in that it cons1sted in whole or in part of
a filthy and decomposed substanee. .
- On December 7, 1942, no claimant having appeared judgment of condemnation A
was entered and the product was ordered destroyed _ - '

< De-
atnple

4689. Adulteration and mlsbranding' of eanut butter. U. S. v. Swift & Co. Plea '
. gsﬁgut;;. : Fine, $200. A(F. D No 8755. Sample Nos. 92484—E 92485-E,
.~ This product contained rodent excreta, rodent halrs, and d1rt and portions
were short of the declared Weight
On. January 7, 1943, the United States attorney for the Northern Dlstrict of
Texas filed an ‘information against Swift &' ,Qo a corporation, Fort Worth, Tex . B
" alleging shipment on or about Fébruary 10 and March 24, 1942, from the State of
~Texas into the States of Oregon, Washington, and. Arizona of quantitites of f)eanut
butter that was adulterated and misbranded. The article: was labeled in part:
;Jgne 1?({"‘]19 Peanut Butter 2 Lbs. Net Weight [or “1 Lb Net Weight,” 01‘ “1 Lb.
Z. e 9 ” '



